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Status 

1 ) X Responsive to communication(s) filed on Jan 2, 2003 




2a) X This action is FINAL. 



2b) _ This action is non-final. 



3) Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed ,n accordance w.th the pract.ce under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 453 0 G 213 

Disposition of Claims 

4) X Claim(s) 13-34 



4a) Of the above, claim(s) 
Claim(s) 



6) X Claim (s) 13-34 

7) 7.. Claim (s) 

8) ... Claims 



is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 
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. are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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11: 



Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held ,n abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

t)^ZT l ° n ^Tl USCd u b> ' 0thCrS m C ° Unt ^ ° r patented or descnbed a Pnnted publication 
in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action. 

(a) A paten, may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descnbed as set forth in 

R l , T - : ** diff rr es between the subject mat,er to be p«»«* ^ ** ?™ it L 

s ch that Ac subjec matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
hav ing ordinary skill ,n the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall no, be negatived bv the 
manner m which the invention was made. ' ^ 

Claims 13-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Vaarala et al (WO 98/48640). 

Vaarala et al teach a process for removing bovine insulin from a protein material using a 
resin treatment combined with a filtration treatment as is claimed (see entire document). It is 
notoriously well-known that the resin (Amberlite manufactured by Rohm & Haas) utilized in 
Example 1 (page 8) is a styrene based adsorption resin. Vaarala et al also teach the reduction of 
the bovine insulin content of the protein (see page 7, lines 4 to page 8, line 30). 

The claims appear to differ as to the recitation of specific pore size. 

The pore size is seen as no more than inherent and/or obvious to that of Vaarala et al 
because the same resins are used. 



Application/Control Number: 09/806324 Page 3 

An Unit: 1761 



Applicant's arguments filed January 2, 2003 have been fully considered in view of the new 
ground of rejection but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the prior art requires additional steps. 

It is noted that the claimed invention does not exclude additional steps. 

In the absence of unexpected results, it is not seen how the claimed invention differs from 
the teachings of the prior art. Applicant's claims are drawn to a combination of known 
components which produces expected results, see In re Kerkhoven 205 USPQ 1069 and In re 
Gershon 152 USPQ 602. 

All of the claim limitations and arguments have been considered. None of them are seen 
as serving as basis for patentability. 
No claim is allowed. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
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will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Leslie Wong whose telephone number is (703) 308-1979. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday. 

The fax number for this Group is (703) 872-93 10 for non-final responses and (703) 872- 
93 1 1 for after-final responses. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 
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Primary Examiner 
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